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REMARKS 

Claims 1-18 have been examined. Claims 13-17 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
101, claims 1-18 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(b), and claims 13-18 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
L Preliminary matters 

A. Objection to the specification 

The Examiner has objected to the specification because he believes that it is a machine- 
generated translation of a Japanese document and that it is rife with grammatical and other 
errors. Thus, the Examiner requests Applicants to review and revise the specification so that it 
complies with 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the specification, as written, enables one skilled in the 
art to practice the claimed invention and provides adequate written description for the claimed 
invention. As such, the specification satisfies the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph. If the Examiner maintains this objection, Applicants respectfully request the 
Examiner to identify examples of specific errors to be corrected 

B> Objection to the title 

The Examiner has objected to the title. Applicants submit that the amendments to the 
title overcome the objection. 
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II. Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claims 13-17 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because they are allegedly 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Applicants submit that the amendments to the claims 
overcome the rejection. 

m. Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over U.S. Patent No. 5,813,989 to Saitoh et al. 
("Saitoh") 

Claims 1-12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Saitoh. 
Applicants submit that the claims are patentable over the reference. 

A. Claim 1 

For example, claim 1 relates to a reproduction controlling system that comprises a 
discriminating device, a data selecting device, and a system controlling reproducing device. The 
discriminating device discriminates whether or not audio component information has 
components that bring in or enhance mental and physical states of a driver. Then, the data 
selecting device selects sound data to be reproduced by the system controlling reproducing 
device when the discriminating device judges that the audio component information does not 
have components that bring in or enhance the mental and physical states of the driver. 

Since Saitoh does not disclose or suggest at least the claimed discriminating device or the 
claimed data selecting device, Applicants submit that claim 1 is patentable over the reference. 

B. Claims 2-7 

Since claims 2-7 depend upon claim 1, Applicants submit that they are patentable at least 
by virtue of their dependency. 



14. 
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C. Claim 8 

Since claim 8 contains features that are analogous to the features recited in claim 1, 
Applicants submit that it is patentable for analogous reasons. 

D. Claims 9-12 

Since claims 9-12 depend upon claim 8, Applicants submit that they are patentable at 
least by virtue of their dependency. 

IV. Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) or § 103(a) over Saitoh 

Claims 13-18 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saitoh. Applicants submit 
that the claims are patentable over the reference. 

A. Claim 13 

Since claim 13 contains features that are analogous to the features recited in claim 1, 
Applicants submit that Saitoh does not anticipate claim 13 or render it obvious for reasons that 
are analogous to the reasons presented above. 

D. Claims 14-18 

Since claims 14-18 depend upon claim 13 7 Applicants submit that they are patentable at 
least by virtue of their dependency. 

V. Newly added claim 

Applicants have added new claim 19. Since this claim recites features that are similar to 
some of the features discussed above in conjunction with claim 1, Applicants submit that it is 
patentable for similar reasons. 
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VI. Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19^4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

i^specifully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202)293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 




Registration N<T>t^?S-- 



Date: May 17.2007 
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